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Reviewer’'scomment

Author’'scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,

correct the manuscript andhighlight that
part in the
manuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshoul

d

writehis/herfeedbackhere)

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity?

(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript)

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?

(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?

4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate?

Theresearchworkisaimedatdeterminingthedegradativecapabilityofmicrobialculture,carrotpeel
wasteandcarbondotinremediationofpetroleum hydrocarbon in soil. The study design
included the use of Microbialculture (MC), organic (Carbon dot and Carrot peel)
amendments in stimulatingand remediating the impacted soil. It attempts to establish that
biostimulationand bioaugmentation should be adopted for cleaning up soiled environment
asitis asafe,eco-friendly andcost-effective practice.

Theresearchset-upisappropriateandthemanuscriptissufficientlydata-intensive; thishasgivena
reasonablescientific merit and robustnesstothestudy.

The title appropriately reflects the nature of the manuscript and is consistentwiththe
subjectandrationaleof the study.

The abstract is succinct, sufficiently providing the gist, context and content
ofthepaper.Alltheimportantresultsareincludedintheabstractforotherresearchers to refer from
the appropriate abstract database and corroboratewiththeir findings.

Themanuscriptiswell-structuredwithappropriatesubsections.

Theintroductionpartisoptimallytheory-based,pertinentandorientsthereader positively.

Theresearchobjectivesaremoderatelyclearbuttheproblemstatementcould

bemorewell-
defined,althoughunderstandable.Addressingtheempiricaldeficienciesandresearchgapscould
havebeenmoreclear andexpansive.

Noted

Okay

Thanks

Okay
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5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect?

6. Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?lfyouhavesuggestionofadditionalrefer
ences,pleasementionin thereviewform.

(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovideadditionalsuggestions/com

ments)

Themethodologyadoptedisreasonable;variousinformation-
basedparameterslikestudyarea,physicochemicalanalysis,Gaschromatographicanalysis,micr
obiologicalanalysisandstatisticalanalysisaremadeamplyclear.

The Results & Discussion section provides satisfactory information about thefindings from
the present studywhichis aptly presented through thetablesandgraphs.

Theconclusionsectioninthemanuscriptsuitablyprovidesaconcisesummarize  of the key

findings, significance, implications and a sense of closuretothe study.

The manuscript is scientifically correct and relevant, it succeeds in translatingthe benchwork
to the scientific content. The research work makes a meaningfulcontributionto the fieldandits
scientificundertone isstrong.

Recent pertinent references are included in the body of the text as well as in
theBibliography. The number of references included are majorly from thepastdecade and
are sufficiently incorporated to evaluate the quality and reliabilityofthe data.
Compliance:Themanuscriptiscompliantwiththeaimsandscopeofthestudy.Readability: Well-
written and readable but can be more grammatically richPresentability:Properly presented
Originality:Fair

Depth of research:

GoodTechnicalquality:Reasonable

Credibility: Themanuscriptdoesmeetareasonablestandardofqualityandcredibility.

Noted

Revision made
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MinorREVISIONcomments

The language quality throughout the manuscript is reasonable and suitable

l.Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for forscholarlycommunications;thecontentisclearbuthavesomerandomtypographical error. It is
scholarlycommunications? recommended that the manuscript is checked andmadegrammaticallymorecorrect.
Optional/Generalcomments Noted
This review report presents an unbiased critique of the submitted researchpaper with the
advice on its suitability for publication. The manuscript, apartfrom meeting a good standard
of quality and credibility, seems relevant to thescientificcommunityatlarge.
PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

NO ETHICAL ISSUES
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